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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 1 22(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-4, 6, 9-11, 13, and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Stefik, et al. (US 7,225,160). 

3. As to Claim 1 , Stefik enables the following concepts as presented: 
"A method for controlling access to computer readable 

media, comprising the operations of: 

receiving a digital authentication ticket [digital certificate, c. 13 I. 26-29] that is 
obtained by a client device [requester repository, c. 28 I. 47-48] and saved in 
memory of the client device before being transmitted to a computer system 
having particular computer readable content [rendering repository, c. 7 I. 4-1 1 , 
37-52], wherein the digital authentication ticket includes a digital code (c. 21 I. 6- 
31); 

determining whether the digital authentication ticket corresponds to the particular 
computer readable content at the computer system (c. 1 1 I. 57-67, c. 22 I. 35-54); 
allowing access to the particular computer readable content at the computer 
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system w hen the digital authentication ticket corresponds to the particular 
computer readable content (Fig. 18; c. 30 I. 40-61) and 
preventing access to the particular computer readable content at the computer 
system when the digital authentication ticket does not correspond to the 
particular computer readable content (Fig. 18; c. 29 I. 26 - c. 30 I. 34)." 

4. As to Claim 2: 

"A method as recited in claim 1 , further comprising the operation of transmitting 
the digital authentication ticket to the client device in response to receiving a 
request for the digital authentication ticket (Fig. 18; c. 6 I. 40-48)." 

5. As to Claim 3: 

"A method as recited in claim 2, further comprising the operation 

of processing the request for the digital authentication ticket, wherein the 

processing includes charging a fee to a user (Fig. 3; c. 6 I. 60 - c. 7 I. 3, c. 15 I. 

43-55)." 

6. As to Claim 4: 

"A method as recited in claim 2, wherein the request is received using a payment 
server located remotely from the client device (Fig. 3; c. 13 I. 2-9)." 

7. As to Claim 6: 

"A method as recited in claim 1, wherein the computer system is located locally 
to the client device (Fig. 12; c. 12 I. 39-53)." 

8. As to Claim 9: 
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"A system for controlling access to computer readable media, comprising: 

a payment server capable of receiving a request for a digital authentication ticket 

corresponding to particular computer readable content (Fig. 3; c. 6 I. 60 - c. 7 I. 

3), 

a client device communicating with the payment server, the client device 
configured to receive transmission of the digital authentication ticket, the client 
device having memory for storing the digital authentication ticket (Figs. 3, 12; c. 
28 I. 47-48, c. 12 1.48-64); and 

a computer system having the particular computer readable content, the 
computer system receiving the digital authentication ticket after being transmitted 
from the memory of the client device to the computer system having the 
particular computer readable content (Fig. 12; c. 12 I. 34-64), 
wherein the computer system includes program instructions that prevent access 
to the particular computer readable content when the digital authentication ticket 
does not correspond to the particular computer readable content (Fig. 18; c. 29 I. 
26-44)." 

9. As to Claim 10: 

"A system as recited in claim 9, wherein the payment server processes the 
request for the digital authentication ticket, the processing including charging a 
fee to a user (Fig. 3; c. 6 I. 60- c. 7 I. 3, c. 15 I. 43-55)." 

10. As to Claim 11: 
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"A system as recited in claim 9, wherein the payment server is located remotely 
from the client device (Fig. 3; c. 13 I. 2-9)." 

11. As to Claim 13: 

"A system as recited in claim 9, wherein the computer system is located locally to 
the client device (Fig. 12; c. 12 I. 39-53)." 

12. As to Claim 16: 

"A system as recited in claim 9, wherein the computer readable content is stored 
on a computer readable medium (c. 12 I. 54-64)." 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

14. Claims 5, 7-8, 12, 14-15, 17, and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Stefik, et al. (US 7,269,577) in view of Rowe, et al. (US 
2002/0098888). 

15. As to Claim 5, Stefik discloses the invention substantially as claimed. See the 
discussion of Claim 4 above. Stefik does not disclose "the operation of transmitting the 
digital authentication ticket from a game server to the payment server, the game server 
storing a plurality of digital authentication tickets". Rowe discloses a process of 
transmitting a game service transaction confirmation to a transaction server (^ 0018- 
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001 9). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Stefik to include the process disclosed by Rowe because this would 
allow the user to process a plurality of digital authentication tickets. 

16. As to Claim 7, Stefik discloses the invention substantially as claimed. See the 
discussion of Claim 1 above. Stefik does not disclose wireless transmittal of the digital 
authentication ticket from the client device to the computer system. Rowe discloses the 
wireless transmittal of a digital authentication ticket from the client device to the 
computer system (If 0019). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention to modify Stefik to include the process disclosed by Rowe 
because this would allow the user to transmit a digital authentication ticket wirelessly 
from the client device to the computer system. 

1 7. As to Claim 8, Stefik discloses the invention substantially as claimed. See the 
discussion of Claim 1 above. Stefik does not disclose wireless transmittal of the digital 
authentication ticket from the payment server to the client device. Rowe discloses the 
wireless transmittal of a digital authentication ticket from the payment server to the client 
device fl| 0019). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to modify Stefik to include the process disclosed by Rowe because this 
would allow the user to transmit a digital authentication ticket wirelessly from the 
payment server to the client device. 

18. As to Claim 1 2, see the discussion of Claim 5. 

1 9. As to Claim 1 4, see the discussion of Claim 7. 

20. As to Claim 1 5, see the discussion of Claim 8. 
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21 . As to Claim 17, Stefik discloses the invention substantially as claimed. See the 
discussion of Claim 9 above. Stefik does not disclose transmittal of computer readable 
content from the game server to the computer system. Rowe discloses the wireless 
transmittal of computer readable content from a game server to a computer system fl[ 
0020). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Stefik to include the process disclosed by Rowe because this would 
allow the user to transmit computer readable content from the game server to the 
computer system. 

22. As to Claim 24, Stefik presents the following concepts as claimed: 

a. " determining whether the digital authentication ticket corresponds to the 
particular media content at the game console (c. 1 1 I. 57-67, c. 22 I. 35-54)" 

b. "allowing access to the particular media content at the game console 
when the digital authentication ticket corresponds to the particular media content, 
and unlocking the particular media content with the digital code (Fig. 18; c. 30 I. 
40-61)" 

c. "invalidating the digital code after allowing access to the particular media 
to prevent unlocking additional media content without purchase (Fig. 18; c. 29 I. 
26 -c. 30 I. 34)." 

Stefik does not disclose the following concepts, which are presented in Rowe as 
claimed: 

d. "communicating with a server [clerk validation terminal, H 0006] through a 
wireless device [hand-held device; Fig. 3, U 0012], the communicating enabling 
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the wireless device to request and purchase a digital authentication ticket from 
the server fl| 0012, 0018);" 

e. "receiving the digital authentication ticket at the wireless device and saved 
to memory of the wireless client device (Fig. 3; If 0018);" 

f. "transmitting the digital authentication ticket from the memory of the 
wireless device to a game console having particular media content, wherein the 
digital authentication ticket includes a digital code flj 0018, 0020, 0039-0040)..." 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
modify the teachings of Stefik to include the concepts taught by Rowe because it 
provides the user with the ability to remotely 

Response to Amendment 

23. In response to the Remarks made by Applicant regarding the initial Office Action, 
two main areas of traversal are addressed presently. First, the change in claim 
language and subsequent explanation provided prevents the use of the Chatani 
reference in this continued examination. However, the teachings of Stefik, with the 
flexibility provided by the "repository" concept, are sufficient enough to enable the 
presently claimed functionality. Therefore, the 102 rejection remains, yet under different 
examination criteria. Secondly, the concepts of the dependent claims affected by Rowe 
can still be implemented within the overarching construct provided by Stefik. Therefore, 
the 103 rejection remains and is still valid. Thirdly, the addition of Claim 24 combines 



Application/Control Number: 10/649,042 Page 9 

Art Unit: 3621 

the main aspects of the Stefik and Rowe teachings, outlining a digital ticket transaction 
in a wireless communication setting. Therefore, it is rejected under the 103 statute. 
Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to ISHMAEL RUDOLPH whose telephone number is (571) 
270-3610. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00 a.m. - 5:30 p.m., Monday - 
Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Fischer can be reached on (571) 272-6779. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/ISHMAEL RUDOLPH/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 3621 

/ANDREW J. FISCHER/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3621 
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